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FULL COMMITTEE HEARING ON MISCELLANEOUS ACQUISITION 
AND DISPOSAL PROJECTS AND H. R. 2842, H. R. 6025, AND H. R. 
1245, AND REPORT ON MURDER OF MAJ. WILLIAM V. HOLOHAN 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Friday, July 24, 1958. 

The committee met at 10:15 a. m., the Honorable Dewey Short 
(chairman of the committee) presiding. 

The CuarrMan. Now we will hurry along. Let’s get this report, 
because we have to dispose of it before we adjourn. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Mr. Chairman, your Real Estate and Construc- 
tion Subcommittee met on July 15, 16, and 17, and considered 12 real- 
estate projects, 3 classified construction projects, and 2 bills. The 
subcommittee’s recommendations are favorable for the most part. 

owever, | real-estate project was tabled and 1 is recommended for 
apprpvak, The one that was tabled is Plattsburg and is taken care 
in the otpér report. 

hesubcagmittee’s recommendations are specifically as follows: 

pprevalay Army Disposal No. 10, which involves outleasing of the 


$e sho Chlorine Plant in Alabama: This project had been pre- 


vieuslyxonsigered by the subcommittee, but decision withheld prin- 
Fiallseon basis of representations made by the vice president of 

nsfrito Chemical Co. that intelligent bids could not be made on 
this facility Thtil it was known what portion of the chlorine produced 
would be utilized by the nearby Phosphate Development Works and 
how much would remain for commercial sale. 

The Department was directed to review the transcript and to make 
further investigations along this line. On its second appearance, the 
Department made a persuasive case that intelligent bidding was pos- 
sible at this time or in the very near future. However, in order to 
remove any doubt as to whether the leasing of the plant at this time 
is in the best interests of the Government from the standpoint of a 
monetary return, the subcommittee recommends that the Army per- 
mit the committee to see the lease contract proposed for execution 
by the Government and the successful lessee prior to final commit- 
ment of the Government. 

I should like to make it clear that this recommendation is not 
intended to imply that the committee should be placed in the position 
of selecting a lessee or in any other similar manner substitute its 
judgment for that of the Army. The sole purpose of this one last 
review is for the purpose of determining whether the Army was right 
in its belief that responsive bidding is possible at this time. 

Approval of Army Disposal No. 11, which involves the declaration 
to the General Services Administration of 850 acres at Camp Ellis, 
Ill., which are excess to the needs of the Department of Defense: 


(1457) 
26066—53—No. 40 


1458 


The Atomic Energy Commission will be the user of this property in 
connection with its Spoon River project. 

Approval of Army Disposal No. 12—A, which involves the disposal 
to private industry of the Quartermaster Experimental Fuels Station 
in Louisiana, Mo.: This installation is actually in two parts—one 
being the old Missouri Ordnance Works and the other being a facility 
constructed by the Bureau of Mines of the Department of the Interior 
for the purpose of experimentation in the development of gasoline 
from coal. 

The Secretary of the Army is most anxious that this facility be 
sold, and the subcommittee finds itself in agreement with him. Alter- 
native bids, however, will be taken in order that it can be clearly 
established whether sale or lease is in the best interests of the Govern- 
ment, everything considered. It appears entirely reasonable to 
assume that the conclusion will be that a sale is preferable. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMAN, Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. In regard to that, I was of the opinion that the 
committee reached the decision not to take any bids with reference 
to lease, but to direct that it be sold. So, the interpretation of the 
recommendation from our distinguished chairman would indicate 
that the Department would deal with it on a double-barreled proposi- 
tion. Sale is what we were insisting on. 

Mr. Cunninenam. Well, I will say to the gentleman from Georgia 
that we reexamined the motion in the record, and it is in accord with 
the way I have read this. However, you will note that it gives prefer- 
ence to sale, and we believe that sale is what would take place. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, I took the position, Mr. Chairman—and I think 
it was supported by the majority of the members of the committee— 
that we would not enter into the phase of leasing, but we would direct 
that it be sold. 

Mr. Harpy. Now that, I think, is substantially accurate, except for 
a subsequent representation that was made: That the only purpose of 
putting this lease proposition in there at all was that they didn’t want. 
to overlook the possibility that a lease arrangement might be more 
profitable from the governmental standpoint. 

Mr. Cunnineuam. I think you will find that is the record. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, the Department sent up the proposi- 
tion to either sell or to lease. And, after a hearing in which Senator 
Symington and Mr. Cannon and the witnesses testified, my recollec- 
tion is, as I made the motion, that we sell it and not lease it. 

Mr. CunninGHAM. Well, that has come up before, and we checked 
the record, and I think you will find that it is your motion that does 
give them the right to consider the lease. 

Now, the best way 

Mr. Vinson. No; I never intended any thing like that. 

Mr. Cunninauam. The best way to get that is to check the record. 

Mr. Harpy. If my chairman will permit me, I think I remember 
that particular discussion pretty carefully, and the gentleman from 
Georgia may not recall it was amended. 

It was done purely on this basis: The Secretary recommended that 
it ought to be and the Army representatives agreed it ought to be 
sold, but they expressed the feeling that it was possible that a lease 
agreement might be more profitable from a governmental standpoint, 
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in which event they might be subject to criticism if they badn’t—— 

Mr. Vinson. Then, Mr. Chairman, you are in this kind of position. 
You will have proposals for lease and proposals for sale. We take no 
position what shall be done. Now, the whole theory was to get rid 
of this property. 

I reached the conclusion from the testimony that we shouldn’t deal 
with the question of lease, but we should sell it and get it out, because 
it is the proper way to handle the transaction. 

The CuarrMan. I might say, if you will permit, that the two 
representatives from Monsanto who called on me 2 or 3 different times 
were very forthright and frank, open and aboveboard, and put the 
cards right on the table. 

They said, ‘‘ Now, our company, if they procure this plant, will have 
to spend a considerable amount of money.”’ 

They said, ‘We are not interested at all in leasing it.” 

They said “‘If they want to sell it, we will bid; we will buy it and 
invest all our money, but we are not going to invest huge sums of 
money in a lease e 

Mr. Vinson. I suggest, Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN (continuing). ‘‘We can’t operate it.” 

Mr. Harpy. In that event, it would be perfectly clear when the 
proposals come in that it would be more advantageous to sell it. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. CunninGuam. Just let me read what I read before. The Secre- 
tary of the Army is most anxious that this facility be sold, and the 
subcommittee finds it is in agreement with him. 

The CuHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. CunninGHaM. Alternative bids, however, will be taken in order 
that it can be clearly established whether sale or lease is in the best 
interests of the Government, everything considered. 

Now, I think you will find that is the amended motion that the 
gentleman from Georgia made as it is in the record. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, Mr. Chairman, a prospective purchaser or a 
prospective one who wants to lease it will be submitting two different 

roposals to the Department. If you are going to sell it, sell it. 
f you are not going to sell it, why, then just say ‘ We will lease it.” 
ou can’t do things half one way and half the other. 

Mr. Cunnineuam. I haven’t any controversy with the gentleman, 
but I am only reporting the motion as it was passed. 

Mr. Vinson. I know that. But I was of the opinion that it was 
clearly understood by the subcommittee that the lease was out of the 
question. 

There wasn’t but one thing decided, and that was to sell the 
property. 

The CuarrMan. That is a matter for the full committee here to 
decide. 

Mr. Vinson. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. We can decide. 

Mr. Vinson. Then, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Yes, Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. Is this that location at Lafayette, Mo.? 

The CuHarrMan. Louisiana, Mo. 
Mr. Bray. Is that the making—— 
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The CuarrMan. Synthetic fuel. 

Mr. Bray. Synthetic fuel. That has been operated under the 

Bureau of Mines, hasn’t it? 

phen Vinson. It has been transferred back to the Department of the 
my. 

The CrarrmMan. Old ordnance. There are two parts. 

Mr. Ke.iener. Two parts. One made anhydrous ammonia and 
the other was the synthetic fuel plant. 

Mr. Bray. This is synthetic fuels? 

Mr. Ketiener. This is both of them as a unit, because they have 
common facilities. 

Mr. Bray. Part of it has been operated by the Bureau of Mines; 
is that correct? 

Mr. Keviener. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Bray. And are the Bureau of Mines interested in any way in 
continuing that operation? 

Mr. Keviener. They received no appropriations this year and 
have withdrawn completdly. 

Mr. Bray. They have no further interest in it? 

Mr. Keviener. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrmay. They want to get rid of it. 

Mr. Vinson. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that the recommenda- 
tion be amended by striking out the lease and that it be the sense of 
this committee that this property be sold. 

The CuHatrman. All in favor say aye. Opposed, no. It is so 
ordered. 

Mr. Vinson. Well, let’s have a show of hands, Mr. Chairman. 

Everybody in favor of selling it hold up their hands. 

Mr. Bares. We are all willing to sell it. , 

Mr. Smart. Ten are in favor of selling, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. No further contest. 

Mr. Netson. Those 10 are in favor of striking the word “lease.”’ 

_ Bray. The vote should be in favor of selling it or as the motion 
re 

The Cuarrman. Now we start over. Let’s not start haggling here. 
We are all on a little edge at the close of the session. If we will just 
pay attention and cooperate here, we will get through this bill. We 

ave to do it. I plead with you, please, let’s be patient and coopera- 
tive. 

Mr. Smart. Will the chairman restate the motion? If I understand 
the motion you would strike all reference to “ease” in the subcommittee 
recommendation, and the net effect of that would be that the commit- 
tee recommends a sale. 

Mr. CunnineHam. May I read what the motion strikes. 

Alternative bids will be offered so it can be clearly established whether the 
lease is in the best interests of the Government everything considered. It 
appears entirely reasonable to assume that a conclusion wil! be that a sale is 
preferable. 

That is the part you move to strike. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the committee be 
advised of the Chair’s thinking. He is quite familiar with this. 

The CuarrMan. The Chair will say this: There is only one issue, 
Do you want to lease it or do you want to sell it? That is very plain. 
The motion is that we recommend the sale. 
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Mr. Bisuor. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Bisnop. In other words, we in the coalfields would like to see 
it operate. We don’t care whether it is under lease or sale. I would 
like to see it in private enterprise. Nevertheless, we want it put into 
operation. 

The CuarrMan. That is the reason we are trying to sell it, so you 
can operate it. If you don’t sell it to somebody who is capable of 
handling it it won’t operate. Now the question is whether the com- 
mittee wants to recommend the sale. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. Straight from the shoulder. 

The Caairman. No quibbling about that. It is the sense of this 
committee that we recommend sale of the plant at Louisiana, Mo. 

Mr. Smart. Eleven vote for the motion to sell. 

The CuarrmMan. Opposed. 

Mr. Smart. Five. 

The CuHairman. All right. 

Mr. CunnincHam. And the report is so amended, Mr. Chairman. 

(Whereupon the committee proceeded to further business.) 


Army Disposat No. 13 


Mr. CunnincHam. Approval of Army disposal No. 13. 

This project involves the reporting to the General Services Admin- 
istration of 15 acres of land at the former Drew Field, Tampa, Fla. 
The land is excess to the needs of the Department of Defense and 
virtually all of the remainder of the field has previously been disposed 
of by the General Services Administration in the past. The Army 
will retain a small acreage for the training of Army reserves. 

<r of Navy acquisition project No. 67 which involves the 
transfer to the Navy Department from the General Services Adminis- 
tration, without reimbursement, of some 22 acres of land with im- 
provements at Fort Hueneme, Calif. The Navy needs this property 
in connection with its Civil Engineering Research and Evaluation 
Laboratory at that location. 

Approval of Navy acquisition project No. 80, which contemplates 
the transfer to the Navy from the Army, without exchange of funds, 
of Pineros Island off the northern shore of Puerto Rico. The Navy 
needs the property in connection with the security of Roosevelt 
Roads and for maneuvers and for other exercises. 

Approval of Navy acquisition project No. 93, which involves the 
transfer to the Navy from the Army of a portion of Fort Worden, 
Wash. The area to be transferred comprises 225 acres and is needed 
by the Navy because of its assumption of a classified mission formerly 
the responsibility of the Army. 

Disapproval of Navy acquisition project No. 87 which involves the 
leasing from the city of New York of a conveniently located pier at 
an annual rental of $103,000. The subcommittee felt that the use 
to which the pier was to be put, namely, berthing for vessels on 
courtesy calls and use in connection with the leave, liberty, and 
recreation of military personnel, was not sufficient to warrant the 
expenditure of the funds involved. Other facilities are reasonably 
available which would involve no expense. The subcommittee also 
recommends that no other space be leased as an alternative. 
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Now, in connection with that, Mr. Chairman, I would like to say 
that a very interesting question came up that may result in some 
good in the way of saving money for the Government. 

It developed in hearings that $15,000 of this annual rental of this 
$103,000 a year is for fire insurance. The question then arose whether 
or not in any lease by any of the defense departments there should be 
any amount included in the rental for insurance since the Government 
is its own insurer on this building, the Pentagon and everything it has. 

It is just a waste of money. And the Navy alone admitted that 
they had about 1,500 leases, some third or a half, at least, having 
provisions of this kind in it, and they are to make a report. We hope 
to get that eliminated later on in all leases that come up in the future. 

esterday we took it up with the representatives of the Air Force 
and they are going to do the same thing. Eventually we will want to 
take it up with the Army. 

Approval of naval acquisition project No. 92 which involves the 
acquisition of a building in Munhall, Pa. which has been occupied by 
the Navy for a number of years under lease. The lease price was 
about to be increased and the Navy felt that this acquisition in fee as 
authorized by law was in the best interests of the Government. The 
subcommittee found itself in agreement with the Navy. 

Tentative approval of Navy acquisition project No. 94 which in- 
volves the acquisition of 462 acres of land for $148,000 at the Naval 
Amphibious Base, Little Creek, Va. This land was subdivided many 
years ago and involves some 300 ownerships. There are two large 
owners involved and the Navy was instructed to investigate further 
into those particular holdings prior to the granting of final approval. 
In other words, the subcommittee is recommending to the full com- 
mittee the! the project be approved leaving this one residual element 
for determination by the subcommittee. 

Approval of a previously considered classified project involving 
aircraft warning which had not been presented to the full committee 
because of certain somewhat doubtful elements which have now been 
resolved. 

Approval of an increase in cost in connection with Air Force project 
No. 86 which involves the acquisition of certain buildings in the vicinity 
of the Cormsolidated Vultee plant at Fort Worth, Tex. The classified 
function being carried on there under contract requires this action 
as a safety measure. 

Approval of a change in Air Force classified construction project 
No. 15, which involves the substitution of one base for another at 
an overseas location. 

Approval of Air Force classified construction project No. 24 which 
involves the construction of a dental clinic at an overseas installation 
at a cost somewhat in excess of that previously planned. 

Your subcommittee considered two bills, H. R. 2842 and H. R. 
6025, both involving land in Hawaii. The subcommittee’s recom- 
mendations are as follows: 

H. R. 2842: This bill would authorize the Secretary of Defense to 
transfer approximately one-fifth of an acre of land on the Island of 
Oahu to the Territory of Hawaii. The Territory of Hawaii already 
has a perpetual easement covering the land but requires the fee title 
since the laws of the Territory require that the land on which its high- 
ways are constructed be owned in fee by the Territory. The bill 
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provided for conveyance by the Secretary of Defense. The subcom- 
mittee accepted the Army’s amendment placing the conveying author- 
ity in the Secretary of the Army. 

The other bill, H. R. 6025, involves the granting of a revocable 
license to a charitable hospital in Honolulu for the use of some 4% 
acres of land which comprise a portion of Fort Roger. 

Incidentally, that 4% acres is to be used as additional parking space 
for the hospital. 

Both of these bills have the approval of the Department of Defense 
and the Bureau of the Budget; neither involves the expenditure of any 
funds and their favorable consideration is recommended by your 
subcommittee. 

Mr. Chairman, I move the favorable consideration of this report, 
with =~ amendment of the gentleman from Georgia, which has been 
carried. 

Mr. Vinson. Second the motion, Mr. Chairman, and move that 
the gentleman from Iowa be authorized to report and place upon the 
consent calendar the two bills he has referred to. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection. 

(Whereupon the committee proceeded to further business.) 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Now, Mr. Chairman, just one more word. 

Insofar as we know, this winds up the work of this subcommittee 
for this session, unless something else comes up. 

At a meeting this morning we made arrangements whereby projects 
that are submitted, when we are not in session, the rest of the year, 
will be handled through Mr. Kelleher to all the members of the com- 
mittee in a way that | think will be satisfactory to everyone. 

Mr. Vinson. And Mr. Smart. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. And Mr. Smart. 

Mr. Miuuier. Mr. Chairman, may | say I am awaiting a report from 
the Bureau of Yards and Docks on an acquisition project for some 
land in Alameda for some Wherry housing. They are working on 
this. 

I thought it would be through long before this present time. The 
housing 1s highly essential. Of course, they want to try and get 
after it as quickly as they can. So if that comes in, I wish you 
would——— 

Mr. CunninGHAM. May I ask the gentleman is that the matter 
that Senator Knowland is interested in? 

Mr. Miter. | think it is. I am not too certain. 

Mr. Keturner. No, sir. 

Mr. CunNINGHAM. It is not? 

Mr. Ketuener. No, sir. That is Cheli. 

Mr. Cunntncuam. If it comes to us properly before we adjourn, 
we will consider it. Right now 

Mr. Mitter. I realize that. It is held up, frankly, in the Senate. 
Senator Case has asked for some more information. 

(Whereupon the committee proceeded to further business.) 

The Cuarrman. I perhaps should have referred the bi)! H. R. 1245 
to your subcommittee, Mr. Cunningham. It is a little bill that pro- 
vides for the conveyance of a tract of land in Dane County, Wis., to 
the Wisconsin State Armory Board, 8.8 acres. 

As I understand, there is a favorable report on this bill. 

Mr. Smart. There is. 
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The CuarrMan. It is introduced by Congressman Glen Davis. 
Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, let’s don’t establish a precedent to 
pass any bill relating to the transfer of land without a detailed report 
and examination. 

The CuatrMan. Not without some consideration. I want to get 
the report on it. 

Mr. SMart. May I read the report, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHarrMan. Go ahead. 

Mr. Smart. The Army recommends one amendment to the bill: 


Dear Mr. CuarrMAN: Reference is made to your request to the Secretary of 
Defense for the views of the Department of Defense with respect to H. R. 1245, 
83d Con , & bill to provide for the conveyance of a tract of land in Dane 
County, Wis., to the Wisconsin State Armory Board. The Secretary of Defense 
has delegated to the Department of the Army the responsibility for expressing 
the views of the Department of Defense thereon. 

The Department of the Army on behalf of the Department of Defense has 
considered the above-mentioned bill. H.R. 1245 would authorize and direct the 
Secretary of the Army to donate and convey to the Wisconsin State Armory 
Board, for the use of the Wisconsin National Guard, all the right, title, and interest 
of the United States in and to a tract of land (together with all buildings and 
improvements thereon) located in Traux Field, Dane County, Wis. The tract 
contains approximately 8.8 acres of land and was acquired by the United States 
in 1942 in connection with the establishment of Traux Field at a cost of approx- 
imately $2,000. The Wisconsin National Guard has occupied the land since 
November 26, 1946 under Department of the Army licenses. 

Buildings on this tract of land consist of a radio school building, a boilerhouse 
and a motor storage building. The school building and boilerhouse are reported 
by the adjutant general of Wisconsin to be of a 5-year life design, erected in 1943 
and in such condition as not warranting maintenance costs. It appears, therefore 
that the Government’s interest in these buildings has been largely eliminated 
by lapse of time. The motor storage building was erected with National Guard 
Bureau funds for use by the National Guard of Wisconsin. Should the site be 
transferred to the State armory board under this bill, the adjutant general plans 
to use the school building as temporary housing for a National Guard unit during 
construction on the site of a permanent armory, and thereafter to demolish both 
the school building and the boilerhouse. The motor storage building will continue 
to house Federal vehicles of the unit stationed in the armory. While this build- 
ing was erected on Government land, it would have been provided at Government 
expense had the site been State-owned and ownership in that event would have 
been vested in the State. The State is obligated under written agreement with 
the National Guard Bureau to this building, however, to National Guard use 
during the life of the structure. 

After conveyance of the land as provided in this bill, application will be made 
for a Federal contribution toward the construction of an armory under the 

rovisions of section 3 (c) of the National Defense Facilities Act of 1950 (Public 

w 783, 8lst Cong.). Inasmuch as that act contemplates that the site on 
which an armory is to be constructed by the State will be provided at the State’s 
expense, and to perpetuate the use of the property in the interest of national 
defense, it is suggested that a section be added to H. R. 1245 as follows: 

“Any contribution of funds by the Secretary of Defense to the State of Wis- 
consin, for the construction of facilities as provided in section 3 (c) of the National 
Defense Facilities Act of 1950 (Public Law 783, 81st Cong.) shall, in addition to 
the limitation provided in section 4 (d) of said Act, be reduced in an amount 
equivalent to the fair value of the real estate described in section 1, excluding 
the improvements thereon, as determined by the Department of the Army: 
Provided, That funds contributed by the Federal Government for the construction 
of a National Guard Armory shall be conditioned upon joint construction and 
ions utilization within the meaning of Public Law 783, 81st Congress, as may 

necessary to house other reserve component units in the area: and provided 
further, That the conveyance herein authorized shall be made subject to the 
condition and limitation that if the property shall cease to be used for the trainin 
and maintaining of reserve component units, the title to the land so convey 
shall revert to and revest in the United States.” 

The Department of the Army, on behalf of the Department of Defense, recom- 
mends the enactment of H. R. 1245 with the above modifications. 
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The enactment of this measure will not involve the expenditure of any Depart- 
ment of Defense funds. 

This report has been coordinated among the departments and boards in the 
_ ment of Defense in accordance with procedures prescribed by the Secretary 
of Defense. 


The Bureau of the Budget has been consulted and advises that there is no 
objection to the submission of this report to Congress. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question? 

The CuartrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Vinson. The Department is recommending that what con- 
tribution they make for the acquisition of the land that is going 
to be used for National Guard, the value of the land plus the improve- 
ments are deducted from the Federal contribution. 

Mr. Smarr. Exclusive of the improvements which are going to 
be torn down. 

Mr. Vinson. I think 75 percent is given by the Government and 25 
percent by the State, for Armory Construction and then whatever 
contribution we make will be less 

Mr. Smarr. The fair market value of this 8.8 acres of land will be 
deducted from whatever contribution the Government would other- 
wise make for the construction of the armory. 

_ Mr. Vinson. Because the law requires that the State furnish the 
site. 

Mr. Smarr. That is correct. 

Mr. Vinson. All right. 

The CuarrmMan. The only reason I brought this up is Mr. Davis’ 
office called the other day and talked to Mr. Smart. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I move the bill be amended as recom- 
mended by the Department. 

Mr. Netson. Mr. Chairman, has Mr. Davis seen this amendment? 

Mr. Smart. He has, and agrees to it. 

Mr. Barss. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHairMANn. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Batrs. We have discussed this field this week in the Air 
Defense Command and under the sheets which have been given to 
us, Truax Air Base has been listed as a leased airfield, the lease thereon 
expiring in the year 1977. 

And further on, on page 24 of the report, we find this: 

831,000 to be spent at this field for operational facilities, administrative and 
community facilities, for utilities, land acquisition, and storage facilities. 

Now, the first question I would like to ask is: Is this land, this 
airfield, really leased? 

Mr. Smart. I know nothing about the airfield, Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. And the second question is: What is this land that 
we are buying? Are we buying it on the one hand and giving it away, 
or now with the amendment making other arrangements? 

The Cuarrman. No; they are separate matters. 

Mr. Bares. Well, it is at Truax Airfield. I just wondered how 
the thing fits in. 

The Cuarrman. This is for the National Guard. 

Mr. Smarr. Well, it is obviously a tract of land which does not 
interfere with the other use of the field. It has been under National 
Guard auspices since 1946. It is a small tract of 8.8 acres. The 
buildings are to be razed on this tract of land, in order to make room 
for the new Nationa) Guard armory which is to be built on it. 
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The Cuarrman. And incidentally, Wisconsin has one of the best 
National Guard units in this country. 

Mr. Bares. Well, we are not buying new land, are we? 

The CHarrMan. No; no. 

Mr. Smart. This is Federal land. 

Mr. Bares. Wait a minute. Let me finish. 

We are buying land. There is land acquisition in this bill for this 
articular base. Has that any relation whatsoever to this particular 
ill here? 

The Cuarrman. No. 

Mr. Barns. Well; is it? Does anybody know? 

Mr. Bennett. There is nothing to show that it does. 

Mr. Smarr. If you are buying land for Truax Air Force base in the 

title 3 of the Public Works bill—is that what you refer to? 

Mr. Bates. That is right. 

Mr. Smarr. We can check in the backup book of the Air Force, sir. 

Mr. Bares. That is right. It is operational facilities, adminis- 
trative and community facilities, utilities, land acquisition and stor- 
age facilities. There is no 

Mr. Smarr. All I can say, Mr. Bates, is that the Army points out 
there that this matter has been coordinated with the Air Force. 

Mr. Bares. Well 

Mr. Smarr. And there is obviously no conflict. 

Mr. Bares. We hear that many times. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. If the gentleman objects, we will put it over. 

Mr. Ketuener. Only an easement is being acquired at Truax. 

Mr. Barges. An easement? 

Mr. Ketiener. An easement; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. I have no objection. 

The Cuarrman. Is there any objection to the bill? 

Mr. Vinson. As amended. 

The Cuarrman. As amended. 

Without objection, the bill as amended is approved. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, Mr. Chairman, since we have passed that, I 
believe we have shown the appropriations committee a little more 
consideration than they have shown us. I think the record ought 
to show that. 

The Cuarrman. I want Mr. Cole here to bring to the attention of 
the committee a report which he and Mr. Kilday have prepared on a 
very difficult and rather complicated matter. 

Mr. Cour. Mr. Chairman, this has to do with the disappearance of 
79 Army officer in World War II, up in the mountains of northern 

taly. 

The cause of his disappearance was first discovered in the summer of 
1950, when the body was found. It was dumped in a lake up in 
northern Italy. 

Mr. Vinson at that time appointed Mr. Kilday and myself as a 
subcommittee to inquire into it. We did. In this Congress, the 
chairman, Mr. Short, has renewed that subcommittee. We finally 
completed our report, in which we concluded that there is prima 
facie evidence of the fact that Major Holohan was murdered by his 
pa x ted soldier compatriots, a Lieutenant Icardi and a Sergeant 

olce. 
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Because of the fact they had been released from the Army when the 
crime was discovered, there was no way of punishing them. The 
military justice law now has corrected that gap in the statute, so that 
it is possible for a person in the military service who has been dis- 
charged to be brought back for court martial for an offense committed 
while he was in the service. 

But now there appears to be some question as to the legality of 
that statute. So we have recommended that the criminal code be 
amended so as to cover crimes committed abroad by Americans. At 
present the Federal statute gives to our continental courts jurisdic- 
tion over a crime committed by a Federal employee outside the United 
States. But that does not He a military employee. We proposed 
a bill which will be submitted to the judiciary committee which would 
make our military people subject to the jurisdiction of Federal courts 
in this country for felonies committed by them abroad. 

So we are trying to cover or have the statute as tightly woven as 
possible, to the end that nobody is going to commit a crime and get 
away with it, because if ever there was a case that illustrates the 
expression of ‘getting away with murder” this is the case that does it. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that we respectfully request 
Mr. Cole and Mr. Kilday to appear before the Judiciary Committee 
in support of the bill, which will give the civil courts authority to deal 
with matters of this character. 

Mr. CunnincHam. May I ask a question? 

The CuHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. CunninGauam. Do I understand, Mr. Cole, that under present 
law an American citizen who is a member or has been a member of 
the Army and he kills another American citizen who is a member of 
the Army abroad, that our courts in the United States have no juris- 
diction to punish him at the present time? 

Mr. Cote. Even though the law was amended to correct that 
situation, there remains a question. 

Mr. Vinson. That is right. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. That certainly should be corrected. 

Mr. Coun. Mr. Chairman, I move the adoption of this report by 
the full committee, and in that connection also include in the motion 
that the executive nature of the testimony and this report be removed. 

The Cuarrman. In order that you might release the report and give 
it to the public. 

Mr. Coxs. In order that anybody that is interested might read the 
testimony and the report. 

The Cuarrman. I think that is necessary. 

Mr. Rrvers. They are to be congratulated. 

The CHairMan. Without objection, it is so ordered, and you and 
Mr. Kilday will appear before the Judiciary Committee, as suggested 
by Mr. Vinson. 

Now, there is one other little, brief item, that I want to bring to 
the attention of the committee, before we hear the colonel. 

For several years I felt that it is almost a shame and disgrace that 
one of the most prominent soldiers in the history of our Nation has 
been rather neglected, overlooked and forgotten: Gen. Peyton C. 
March, 1 of our 4-star generals, who is now 88 years old, lives 
out on Wisconsin Avenue, only a block or two from where I live. 
He has a remarkable record. He is a fine soldier and a great American. 
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He was Chief of Staff during World WarI. He was really supposed 
to lead our troops in Europe, but “Blackjack’”’ Pershing went over. 
Newton Baker, who was then Secretary of War, kept General March 
here as the Chief of Staff. That old gentleman got over 3 million men 
to France in World War I, which was a great accomplishment, even 
I think, than d anything we accomplished in World 

ar II, when you consider the time and the circumstances. 

So I spoke to Secretary of the Army, Bob Stevens, recently, about 
the matter. I had this letter from the Secretary, of July 20. He 
says: 

Dear Dewey: In line with our recent conversation, I am enclosing herewith 
a copy of a suggested joint resolution about Gen. Peyton C. March. Please feel 
perfectly free to make any changes which you deem advisable. I would then 
appreciate it very much if you would take the resolution up with your committee. 

ince time is very short, I am taking the liberty of sending a copy of the pro- 
posed resolution to Senator Saltonstall. 

And the Senate considered this resolution the first of this week, and 
unanimously reported it, I might say so you gentlemen. They acted 
immediately on it. [Continuing:] 

I hope very much that this distinguished old soldier, General March— 

who is still just as straight as a ramrod— 


may at the age of 88 have the satisfaction of action by this Congress on the pro- 
posed resolution. 


And this is the brief resolution: 


A JOINT RESOLUTION Tendering the thanks of Congress to General Peyton C. March, former Chief 
of Staff of the Army 


Whereas General Peyton C. March retired from the position of Chief of Staff, 
United States Army, on June 30, 1951, after a distinguished career; and 
Whereas, despite his retired status, his interest in national defense has con- 
tinued to be profound and continuing; and 
Whereas he has displayed this interest by many constructive suggestions which 
have been of great value to the War Department and the Department of the 
Army: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate and Heuse of Representatives, in Congress assembled, That 
the thanks of Congress are hereby tendered to General Payton C. March for his 
selfless and patriotic interest in the United States Army since his retirement, 
manifested so often by his helpful counsel to the War Department and the De- 
partment of the Army, thereby contributing greatly to the national security of 
the United States. 

Mr. Miuter. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Miller. 

Mr. Mixer. As a World War I veteran, I certainly hope that this 
committee acts on this resolution. 

_I may say that General March took an army from no place. The 
biggest concentration of troops we had ever seen up to World War I 
was the National Guard mobilized on the Mexican border. 

The CHairMan. That is right. 

Mr. Miter. Men who were commanding battalions had never seen 
a full battalion of troops. He revolutionized the training, and is one 
of the outstanding figures in World War I. i 

I, for one, am tickled to death at this resolution. 

The Cuarrman. I am very happy to hear you say that, because 
I have not only the highest regard and admiration for the old general, 
upon whom I call occasionally, but I have a sort of fond affection for 
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him. And if you could go and visit him, as I did, last week, I am sure 
you would feel the same way. 

Mr. Miter. Yes. 

The CuHarrmMan. The Senate acted quickly on this, unanimously, 
and it is very gracious. 

Mr. Vinson. I move its adoption, Mr. Chairman. During the 
time that this distinguished soldier was chief of Staff, it naturally 
followed after World War I that all of the House and all of the Senate 
came to visit with him quire frequently. 

I endorse, certainly, every word that is set forth in this resolution, 
and move its adoption. 

Mr. Cote. Mr. Chairman, allow me to say not only that the reso- 
lution is highly laudable but I commend the chairman for his con- 
sideration in suggesting it. 

The CHarrmMan. Well, I appreciate your kind words. 

Mr. Miter. I would like to join the gentleman from New York. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Well, those in favor of the resolution say ‘‘Aye.” 

Those opposed, “No.” 

It is uranimously reported, and it is my hope that we can find some 
way, somehow, to give the old general an aide. Certainly he is not 
going to live much longer, though he is a tough old hombre. 

I think he should have an aide and car at his disposal at least 2 or 3 
days a week, to drive him around the city and into the country, and 
show him some consideration, because I know it is a little difficult for 
him to live on his retirement. 

But we will leave that to a later time. I don’t want to muddy the 
water. 

Mr. Vinson. No. 

The CuarrMaNn. I want to introduce that resolution, and I feel 
honored to offer it. 

(Whereupon, at 11 a. m., the committee adjourned.) 


O 


